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accentuated when the enemy proceeded to mine the
Channel. But there can be no doubt that the Defence
adopted the correct attitude in the circumstances.
To dissipate the troops at its disposal by furnishing
a weak line of sentries over 100 miles in length would
have been an act of incomparable folly. Von Kressen-
stein was too acute a foe to present with chances,
He would have struck swiftly at the garrison of some
post weakened by the duty thrust newly upon it.
Although unsuccessful in producing the desired
result, the sea mines laid in the Canal by the Turks
in the spring of 1915 caused infinite annoyance to the
Defence. Fortunately for the latter, the number of
mines actually at the disposal of the Sinai front was
accurately known in Egypt, and the troops on the
Canal breathed more freely when the enemy had
exhausted the supply. More fortunately still, the
Turkish General Staff failed to make the best use of
the new weapon. Constantinople could spare to the
Syrian-Palestine Command no more than twenty
mines, and in place of laying all in the Suez Canal
the enemy frittered away a large proportion in floating
them in unfrequented seas, such as the Gulf of Akaba,
where traffic was confined to the occasional cruise of
an Allied warship. With so few mines at their dis-
posal the Turks were ill-advised to scatter them.
In the Gulf of Akaba the mines were quite wasted.
There may have been more sense in floating a number
in the Gulf of Suez, provided the operation was
undertaken in areas likely to be traversed by big
ships; but either from lack of imagination or from
carelessness on the part of the layers this precaution
was neglected. The mines were placed in the water
within a short distance of a shore from which prudent
mariners keep well away at all seasons of the year,
and it is hardly necessary in these circumstances to
record that no vessel was struck. At least half a

